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TH THE UNITED ETATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE MIDDLE BISTRICT OF TENAEISEE
ATHABHVILLE

FHILIP B. WORKMAN H

Y HQ. 3.01-096
} JUDGE CAMPRELL
h | CAFTTAL CASE
TIR. BRLCE LEVY, et al. 3

faben

Pending befiors the Coust 1= Plalnd s Motier for Prelimingny lojunction (Docker e 3]
Plaiei¥, heauss of his roligious beliefs, quh this Coar o erfoin Defeadans frem periarming an
cicpsy or bl body, PO e resons ssated hezela, PlaimltF's Motes is GRLANTED.

T daterrvialing Whather o israe @ preliminary fmjunction pureaact 1 Rule 55 of the Pedersl
Rules of Civil Proccdiee, he Coust is to consider: (1) whatlecs fhe mavel has SxowT. o ST o
anibgmntiel Hslinood of sueesss o8 he mediz: (3 wwike {rrgparabla harm wifl ;epult withoul Bn
infumction; (3) Whether isamee of apreliminanyinjimetion will rEsultin sokstaaris] haren 1o others,
and 14 whether the prooli inkerert b advanasd by mmm.mwmﬂa.
107 F 3d 1240, 1248 {fth Cir 1987},

“The Cenart finds thit Workmar has sbrwi  STTTE vrsuigtambial |l of spaeess m) Thia
merim. Sproifically, the Conat finds ihyest Warkerin™ 8 peli g heliafy, nz expressed in his Januery
20, 2007 Tieelaration, cntrweigh Defendents' inetert in condusting n RTOpEY- Then An inrmabs has
2 sineerely Ll rebigious heslinf, bafors the povermyien MAT siftnsraryially urdem Che gxeccize ol that
helief, i mupst demoneTaie ther the &ction i o ke whish will ixfeza the religiows belisf s in

L \at
Parrhrruncs of g oompsalieg gevarnmtzi Lt e s Tha bt restrietive pensof furthering th

S

F: . Po. 20000,
frperest. Limilod Stes v, Hanmer, 131 F Supp 24 794, Aoz (M-
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1a Hammer fhe dacteion 1o mrﬂmuﬁmpsg,hym giatule, was left to the diseretion of
Ly ey womomer. 1. ot §00. The oot foumd thet ome renson o disturh Ghat dacretion wid 3Mr
Hummar"s sincerzly beld religious belief oppesing emwpeies, [ To the axtent Defordants assert
suthority 1o perfurm an aulapsy of Workman pursuan to Tranessee Code Annoteted, Seetion 38-7-
106, the Cowt aotes fat th: smlale s dissetonory, oot randalery, Defendants have rot shown
# sompelling soute interest wufficien o outweigh, Warkinmn's reliplons 5ights,

I mddition, 1t js undispaned el ireperatile harm wili resoft § e fojenoton 8 ool gaiel
The Conrt firds that isxuenoe of this mjumciion wild nol resclin substante] heun o others and the
the publle ivmerast ls advaneed by tha protection mnd meepees of relipimes belisfs sovared by the Firsl
Amendmet

1t is therefors DREDERED, pursaent to Fesomal Ruls of Cleil Procadure 65, thar Dyfepdams
and twelt offiscrs, AEEONS. SMploySss, SSIVANT, BRomeT, and all peraone n esdvs comeeErn o
paniclparion with theo, are herely enjoined acd mertmioed fron parforming an mntopsy on the bady
of Plilip R Wirkman, peoding Rerfher oder af the Coers

“This oreliminary i une o {5 efiective tpon b iesmance on Marsh 26, 2001, _5)  pm,

Mathing hersin poovenis tha ertarmal examinsticn of Workmee"s bedy by Delendants aftur
tha eehadi lad sacuddon, i otherdhis srtharbems by oo,
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IT 15 30 ORDERED.
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